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6HI01 - General Comments
Centres are to be warmly commended on the good preparation of their candidates for the examination.
The range of knowledge deployed was quite substantial overall, and most attempted an analytical approach
to the question. Answers were in the main relevant and substantial, particularly in relation to the time
allowed. The main problems occurred when candidates did not read the question correctly or ignored or
misunderstood the set timescale.
The quality of written communication was generally good across the whole range of scripts. Most answers
were organised into coherent paragraphs and candidates made a real attempt to shape their answers into a
balanced argument. Key marker words and phrases, such as ‘however’ and ‘on the other hand’ were regularly
used in answer to those questions which invited a comparison. In most cases candidates did attempt a
conclusion to their answers, though these were sometimes not very explicit. It was also encouraging to see
many students jotting down some sort of plan before beginning their answer. Sometimes, however, these
were very detailed indeed and covered two sides of the booklet; on occasions extensive planning seems to
have worked to the detriment of the second answer.
Analysis was implicit in many cases. Candidates need to make sure that the points they are making are
supported with sufﬁcient historical knowledge to make the points stand up. There is a case for centres
providing more guidance on the difference between choosing relevant examples and generalising. Above all,
evidence has to be focused on the question, which means explaining the signiﬁcance of the examples used.
Although most candidates’ knowledge was broadly accurate and relevant, there were many, even those who
showed evidence of a sophisticated argument, who lapsed into tracts of descriptive free-standing material.
In many answers, however, there were examples of very signiﬁcant inaccuracies. In A12, some believed
that Richard III came to the throne after defeating Edward IV in battle, while many in A13 and A14 were
convinced that, since Henry Tudor had spent much of his life abroad, he was a foreigner. Several answers
to D6 believed that Nicholas II was a leading opponent of the Bolshevik government, while others enrolled
Martin Luther King as a member of Black Power. Some candidates in F7 were of the ﬁrm belief that the Wall
St Crash occurred in 1924, and that hyper-inﬂation continued through the whole period of 1924-29.
Several answers were weakened by candidates’ uncertainty as to the meaning of words and phrases in
the question. In particular, there was a lack of understanding of key words and concepts commonly used
by historians, such as ‘economic’, ‘social’ and ‘political’. Many were unsure about the ‘economy of midfourteenth century England’ in A7, ‘social change’ in D4, ‘personal dictatorship’ in D8, and ‘power and
prestige’ in D14. There were a small but signiﬁcant number of candidates in E/F2 who failed to understand
the concept of Bismarck’s diplomacy, referring to his ability to be tactful with other politicians or his
inability to maintain a calm situation.
Many candidates had been well trained to consider a range of relevant factors which contributed to a
situation or outcome. It has been very pleasing to see that most candidates were able to access Level 3
which requires some attempt at analysis. However, there were several questions where such an approach was
inappropriate and where considering other factors proved counter-productive. Question A14 required a focus
on the signiﬁcance of Spain and Scotland in strengthening Henry VII’s security. Some answers dealt with these
two factors, only to consider others, such as relations with Burgundy, tackling noble power and improving
royal ﬁnances. Question D10 asked candidates to consider the extent to which Black Power hindered Black
civil rights in the 1960s. Again, the signiﬁcance of Black Power was considered, but other points were also
mentioned, such as King’s failures in the north and the growing alienation of white people and successive
presidents. The relevance of these points was marginal. In question E/F1 candidates often penalised
themselves by writing excessively long answers through assessing the positive and negative inﬂuences of the
Catholic Church on Italian unity and then producing a list of other factors which hindered Italian unity when
only the ﬁrst part was necessary; this in turn led to less time being spent on the second question.
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In questions where the focus of the question was based on relative importance many good responses were
unable to achieve high Level 4 or Level 5 because of a lack of balance with reference to the given and
other factors. In the majority of cases this occurred when the candidate dismissed the given factor as being
unimportant and produced a list of relevant of other factors without assessing why these factors were
more important than the factor given. In question E/F4 candidates often wrote a generalised statement
about Republican divisions within the Spanish Civil War before giving a detailed account of the contribution
of foreign intervention (which was the question set in January). A smaller number of responses referred
exclusively to the given factor with little reference to other causal reasons.
One way in which centres might be able to improve candidate performance is to familiarise students with
the different types of questions which can be asked in Unit 1. For example: ‘How far do you agree that the
Black Power movement hindered Black civil rights in the 1960s?’ is a question focused entirely on the role
of Black Power. However, ‘How far do you agree that the Black Power movement was the most important
reason for the failures of the civil rights movement in the 1960s?’ is a question requiring consideration of a
number of different factors, including Black Power.
Equally, the following examples require a consideration of several relevant factors:
How far was Harald Hardrada’s invasion of the north responsible for William of Normandy’s success at
Hastings? (A3)
To what extent were disputes over religion responsible for the Dutch revolts? (B5)
To what extent were the weaknesses of their opponents responsible for the survival of the Bolshevik
government in the years 1917-24? (D6)
However, the following examples require a narrower focus on the issue raised in the question:
How far did Henry II exercise effective control over his many territories? (A5)
To what extent did Luther’s challenge to the Catholic Church change in the years 1517-21? (B1)
How far did the position of Black Americans improve in the years 1945-55? (D9)
An understanding of chronology is an essential quality for historians to display and this is perhaps the
area of most concern in regards to underperformance of candidates. Many seemed unaware that 1489 saw
both the Yorkshire rising against Henry VII and the conclusion of the treaty of Medina del Campo (A14);
or that 1521 saw the Edict of Worms issued against Luther (B1). However, it was in Options C-F that there
were many startling misunderstandings of the given timescale. D3 referred to the years 1949-57, but too
many went on deal with the Cultural Revolution to no effect. A remarkable number failed to notice that D6
addressed the years of the Bolshevik government between 1917 and 1924. Candidates appeared to notice
‘weaknesses of their opponents’ and ‘Bolsheviks’, and wrote exclusively on the period of the Provisional
Government. For D8 several wrote about Stalin’s elimination of his opponents in the years 1924-29,
though the question focused on 1929-39; and many answers to D9 went beyond 1955 to consider the
outcome of the Montgomery bus boycott and the events at Little Rock in 1957. In the E/F Option many
candidates failed to take into consideration the time parameters set in E/F1, E/F2, E/F3 and E/F6. There were
a signiﬁcant and worrying number of responses to Question E/F 13 which displayed little understanding of
the chronology of events in Weimar Germany in the years 1924-29. There were also many examples of a
lack of chronological security when using supporting evidence within paragraph construction. Candidates
often gave different supporting examples out of chronological order with no references to dates and so
undermining the contextual security of their responses.
Candidates should be reminded that they are assessed on their quality of written communication. It is
important that as well as writing legibly, with accurate use of spelling, punctuation and grammar, the style
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of writing is appropriate within the context of a history examination.
The best responses were those that answered the question set and made direct reference to key words
or phrases in the question with clear understanding. For example, in question E/F5 the best candidates
were able to address directly the ‘appointment of Mussolini as Prime Minister’; in question C5 the
‘effective operation of slavery’; and in question D7 the ‘essential contribution’ of collectivisation to Stalin’s
transformation of the Russian economy.
Interestingly there was often little difference between the quality of the ﬁrst and second answer,
particularly with stronger candidates. Most candidates answered the questions in chronological order even
if they were less sure of their ﬁrst response and as a result many of the second answers were stronger than
the ﬁrst. Very few candidates obviously ran out of time and it is commendable that so many candidates
were able to apportion appropriate time to each question.
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6HI01 – Option B
Question 1
To what extent did Luther’s challenge to the Catholic Church change in the years 1517-21?
The question was generally answered well. Candidates were familiar with Luther’s beliefs which were
expressed in the 95 Theses in 1517, and could demonstrate how these changed in the years to 1521. The
debate with Eck was well known, though Cajetan’s meeting in 1518 was often glossed over, and most were
familiar with the arguments set out in the 1520 pamphlets, and with the outcome of the Diet of Worms in
1521. While most candidates were able to set out the chronology of events within fairly tight time limits,
many simply described the changes in Luther’s beliefs, turning their answer into a generalised discussion
of the process of the early Reformation rather than focusing on the theological issues at stake. Some went
beyond 1521 with irrelevant material stretching up to the Peasant War of 1525. Answers in Levels 4 and 5
were able to assess the extent to which Luther’s views changed, noting that a reasonably modest theological
debate quickly turned into a serious challenge to the Catholic Church.
The two examples reproduced below demonstrate the differences between high Level 2 and low Level 5
responses.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the challenge which Luther mounted against the Church in the years 1517-21,
and on the extent to which that challenge changed and developed. The 95 Theses of 1517 were concerned
primarily with the sale of indulgences and with other corrupt practices within the Church. Papal attempts
to counter Luther’s views at Augsburg in 1518 and at Leipzig in 1519 forced Luther to take his arguments
to their logical conclusion. The challenge to papal powers developed into a rejection of any such special
powers; and the reform of abuses was abandoned since no compromise with the Church now seemed
possible. Above all, Luther appealed to the Bible as the only source of Christian truth, and ‘sola ﬁde’ became
the central idea of his thinking. The pamphlets of 1520 reiterated ‘sola ﬁde’, accepted only two sacraments,
baptism and the Eucharist, and invited the princes to take control of religious affairs within their territories.
Luther’s developed thinking was condemned by the Edict of Worms in 1521. A simple descriptive outline,
perhaps focused on indulgences and the Diet of Worms, will be marked in Level 1 or 2, depending on the
relevance and range of material offered. Those who offer some analysis of change will access Level 3, though
there may be passages of narrative. At Level 4 there will be an explicit attempt to assess the development of
Luther’s teachings and the signiﬁcance of his challenge to the Church. At Level 5 there will be an attempt to
evaluate change over time, with perhaps some consideration of the fact that the 1520 pamphlets signiﬁed a
political as well as a religious challenge to Catholicism.
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Example 1

Examiner Comments
Detailed plan, which suggests at least L3.
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Examiner Comments
Suggests no development in Luther’s ideas between 1517 and 1520: doubtful statement.

Examiner Comments
95 Theses, but the statements made are unclear. Some reference to indulgences, but
obscure on ‘self indulgence rights’.
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Examiner Comments
No reference to Cajetan, and suggests no change in Luther’s views, which is not correct.
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Examiner Comments
Refers to the 1520 pamphlets, but again unclear on their content or their impact.

Examiner Comments
Incorrect statement on the papacy.

Examiner Comments
Some understanding of the doctrine of sola ﬁde.
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Examiner Comments
Aware of Luther’s ideas on the sacraments

Examiner Comments
The conclusion repeats points made earlier, and fails to develop statements on the Diet of Worms
and its outcome.

History 6HI01 Option B
11

Examiner Comments
The answer refers to the 95 Theses, the debate with Eck, and the pamphlets of 1520. Three
relevant points might suggest Level 3. However, the answer includes material which is not
developed (notably the Diet of Worms) or which is inaccurate, especially on the 95 Theses and the
1520 pamphlets.
The Level 3 descriptor states that candidates will be attempting analysis and that factual material
will be mostly accurate though it may lack depth. This answer does not attempt analysis, but the
signiﬁcant inaccuracies in material offered mean that a high level 2 award is more suitable than
one at low level 3.

Example 2

Examiner Comments
Indicates the main events which formulated and changed Luther’s challenge to the Church in the
given period.
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Examiner Comments
Skates over the 95 Theses, but notes that the debate with Cajetan persuaded Luther to develop his
ideas on sola scriptura.

Examiner Comments
Aware of the signiﬁcance of the Eck debate for changing and developing Luther’s beliefs, making
his challenge ‘more substantial’.
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Examiner Comments
Categorising points here with the statement that 1520 was the most signiﬁcant year for the
development of Luther’s challenge.

Examiner Comments
Aware of both the content and the signiﬁcance of the 1520 pamphlets; again, linked
securely to the question.
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Examiner Comments
Good comments on the Diet of Worms and on Luther’s dilemma at the Diet. Linked
again to Luther’s challenge.
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Examiner Comments
The answer ranges over the given period and provides an analytical response which directly
addresses the focus of the question. There is a clear understanding of the issues under discussion,
and an awareness of how Luther’s challenge changed and developed at key points in the period.
The conclusion refers to Luther’s ability to structure his ideas over time, and there is evidence of
categorisation of material.
The answer operates at Level 5. The original challenge of the 95 Theses is not well developed,
though this is the only weak point in the range and depth of material, so low Level 5.
Low Level 5: 26/30
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Question 2
How far was the political structure of the Holy Roman Empire responsible for Charles V’s failure to
suppress Lutheranism during his reign?
Answers were prone to overlooking or avoiding the given factor, whether through misunderstanding the
question or through attempting to answer according to the candidate’s preferred response. Many answers
had a limited knowledge of the political structure of the empire, with commonly just one paragraph given
over to often superﬁcial mention of imperial cities, knights and princes, but rarely both and usually without
detailed development. The most detailed answers were sometimes sidetracked into a long discussion of the
role of Frederick the Wise. Many reworked the question into a consideration of why Lutheranism spread,
focusing their answers on the printing press, trade routes and the weaknesses of the Catholic Church. Better
answers were aware of the weak political structure within the empire, the importance of the Imperial Diet,
and that Charles possessed neither the political nor the military power to tackle Lutheranism directly.
Many other relevant factors were addressed, including the Emperor’s distractions elsewhere, the role of the
princes, and the protection afforded to Lutheranism by the Schmalkaldic League. However, the terms and
signiﬁcance of the Peace of Augsburg in 1555 were only rarely commented on.
The following example was awarded high Level 3.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the reign of the Emperor Charles V, and on the reasons why he failed to suppress
Lutheranism within the Holy Roman Empire. The Empire was characterised by internal disunity, with power
shared by the princes, knights, church leaders and cities. Charles never exercised more than nominal power,
as shown by the imperial election of 1519 and the necessity of conciliating Frederick the Wise. The Imperial
Diet also exercised a check on Charles’ powers. The Schmalkaldic League of 1531 conﬁrmed the readiness
of the Protestant princes to defend Lutheranism, while the Regensburg Colloquy of 1541 demonstrated
their unwillingness to compromise. Although Muhlberg in 1547 was a massive victory for Charles, he was
unable to capitalise on this with his proposed reforms of the Empire’s structure. The unwillingness of the
princes to hand over any of their powers to the Emperor led ﬁnally to the Peace of Augsburg in 1555,
making the Lutheran schism permanent and destroying the concept of a uniﬁed Empire. A simple outline
of developments which describes some features of the Empire’s structure will be marked in Level 1 or 2,
depending on the relevance and range of material offered. Answers which begin to provide an analysis of
the nature of power within the Empire will access Level 3, though there may be some sections of narrative
material. At Level 4 there will be an explicit attempt to assess the signiﬁcance of the different centres of
power within the Empire, though the answer may lack balance. At Level 5 there will be some attempt to
evaluate the part played by the structure of power in Charles’ failure to defeat Lutheranism, with perhaps
some consideration of other relevant factors such as Charles’ distractions outside Germany and the growing
popularity of Luther’s beliefs.
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Examiner Comments
Mentions the political structure of the Empire, but development here is not directed. Refers to the
Turks and the Papacy, but not to the given factor.

Examiner Comments
Refers here to Charles V’s distractions in other parts of Europe, not to the structure of the Empire. However,
this can be seen as relevant material explaining the Emperor’s failure to suppress Lutheranism.
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Examiner Comments
Notes the signiﬁcance of the Religious Peace of Nuremberg; relevant to the question but
not to the given factor.

Examiner Comments
Mentions the Schmalkaldic League but does not develop this point.

History 6HI01 Option B
19

Examiner Comments
Here the candidate considers other reasons for the survival of Lutheranism by referring to papal and
clerical corruption, which allowed the reform to spread.
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Examiner Comments
A better point is made here on the failure to enforce the decisions made at Worms in 1521, linked
to the role of Frederick the Wise and, by implication, to the power of the individual princes.

Examiner Comments
The role of the Princes, especially through the Schmalkaldic League, is developed and certainly
relevant, though the signiﬁcance of princely power is not linked to consideration of the political
structure of the Empire.
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Examiner Comments
The concluding paragraph repeats points made earlier.

Examiner Comments
The principal weakness in the answer is that the candidate does not focus directly on the nature of the political
structure of the Empire, the nominal power of the Emperor, and the power of the princes, the knights, church
leaders and the cities. This means that the given factor is not dealt with extensively, though there are some implied
references to power when the candidate considers the role and important of the Schmalkaldic League. Some other
reasons for Charles’ failure are suggested, linked to papal and clerical corruption.
The answer does attempt an analytical approach. Some material offered is relevant, but other points are only
implicitly so. Factual material is accurate but is not made securely relevant in places. Communication is securely
Level 3.
The generic mark scheme states that answers which do not address the given factor are limited to high Level 3. The
qualities displayed in this answer conﬁrm that judgement.
High Level 3: 17/30
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Question 3
How far had the Catholic Church reformed itself before the ﬁrst session of the Council of Trent in 1545?
The best answers were able to talk knowledgeably about the extent of reform in the years before 1545
with, in some cases, a wealth of supporting detail. This ranged from the Spain of Ferdinand and Isabella
and the work of Cardinal Ximenes to the England of Henry VIII and Fisher and More. Where it appeared,
the work of the Brethren of Common Life and the Devotio Moderna was well understood and well linked
with humanism. A small but impressive cohort of candidates was able to distinguish in an assured manner
between the actions of the head of the church in the form of the papacy, and the body of foot-soldiers
at more local level who were working tirelessly for reform. There was some confusion between the roles
and reputations of Carafa, Contarini and Cajetan but where these men were known about and understood
they were integrated well into the argument. The Fifth Lateran Council’s work was not widely known
or understood and candidates only rarely got to grips with the signiﬁcance of that, usually if they were
operating at Levels 4 and 5. Similarly, the Consilium of 1536-37 was again cited by only the best candidates.
Most candidates knew a lot about the new orders, particularly the Jesuits. The weaker ones wanted to talk at
great length about Ignatius Loyola and it was sometimes difﬁcult to remember that this was not an answer
to Question 4. Papal abuses were also well understood and again, often documented in great detail. Likewise,
the role of the Inquisition was often included even if its signiﬁcance was not always fully understood.
The best candidates did not turn the question into one on the signiﬁcance of the Council of Trent (as weaker
candidates did) but concentrated on the given factor. They were able to address the ‘how far’ element of the
question but did not dismiss the main focus of the question in their rush to get to the Council of Trent and
its signiﬁcance.

Question 4
How important were the Jesuits in the development of the Catholic Reformation to 1600?
Many candidates put their answer out of balance by describing at length how Ignatius Loyola established
the Jesuits with the approval of Pope Paul III. They often went on to describe a range of Jesuit activities.
The missionary activities undertaken by Francis Xavier were known in detail, but links to the Catholic
Reformation were only rarely made. Educational activities were also known, though this information was
often free-standing, linked only to the education of princely families rather than to the question. Better
answers went beyond simple descriptive material, and noted the particular importance of the Jesuits in
Germany. The work of Peter Canisius was well known and his inﬂuence, linked to other points such as the
improving quality of parish priests, often lifted answers into Levels 4 and 5. The best answers placed the
work of the Jesuits into context with an assessment of other relevant factors, notably the impact of the
Council of Trent and the varying degrees of support given by Catholic rulers.
The following is an example of a mid Level 4 response.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the signiﬁcance of the Jesuits during the course of the Catholic Reformation
between 1540 and 1600. Established with the approval of Paul III in 1540, the Jesuits grew rapidly and
assumed an important role in the renewal of the Church. Answers may refer to their missionary activities,
notably Francis Xavier in India and Japan, and to their important links with the ruling families of Europe.
Their educational activities were very important, not only in producing trained theologians, but also
in providing high quality secondary and university education, as well as improving the standard of the
parish priests. The work of Peter Canisius in persuading German princes not to abandon Catholicism, and
his inﬂuence on the Emperor Ferdinand I, is also relevant. A simple description of some of the Jesuits’
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activities will be assessed within Levels 1 and 2, depending on the range and depth of material. At Level 3
candidates will begin to focus on a number of Jesuit activities, but answers may include signiﬁcant passages
of descriptive or narrative material. At Level 4 answers will consider the overall signiﬁcance of the Jesuits,
but the answer may lack balance, and may focus on Ignatius Loyola, the Spiritual Exercises, and educational
activities. At Level 5 answers may evaluate the signiﬁcance of the Jesuits within the given period, with
perhaps a comparison of the impact of the Jesuits with that of the Council of Trent on the Catholic
Reformation.
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Examiner Comments
Suggests the signiﬁcance of the Jesuits along with the Council of Trent and the
Papacy. Focused introduction.

Examiner Comments
Relevant but free-standing knowledge outlining the origins of the Jesuits.
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Examiner Comments
Understands the signiﬁcance of the Jesuits as papal envoys,
suggesting their importance in the Counter Reformation.

Examiner Comments
Categorisation here with developed explanation on the Jesuits’ role in education
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Examiner Comments
Other factors which inﬂuenced the Counter Reformation; the role of secular rulers.

Examiner Comments
Secure development of relevant information on secular rulers.
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Examiner Comments
Secure paragraph on the role of the reforming papacy and the Council of Trent in promoting the
ﬁghtback against Protestantism.

Examiner Comments
Development on the signiﬁcance of the reformed papacy.
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Examiner Comments
The answer fades away from this point. Undeveloped reference to the creation of other
spiritual orders, and unﬁnished conclusion.

Examiner Comments
The weak conclusion to this answer should not detract from its other qualities. The candidate has
considered the given factor of the role of the Jesuits, indicating their importance as papal envoys,
teachers and supporters of secular rulers. Other relevant factors are highlighted; secular rulers, the
reformed and reforming papacy, and the Council of Trent. There is also an attempt to weigh the
relative signiﬁcance of factors.
Taken together, then, along with the strong qualities of written communication, the answer meets all
the requirements of a Level 5 answer, and a mid Level 5 award is appropriate.
Mid Level 5: 27/30
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Question 5
To what extent were disputes over religion responsible for the Dutch revolts?
There were many strong answers to this question. Candidates were able to set the contexts and provide
accurate and detailed information over a wide time span. Many adopted a chronological approach focused
on the policies of Philip II and Margaret of Parma, and the strong opposition which these policies aroused.
Few, however, noted how rapidly Calvinism spread within the Netherlands in the 1560s, and more might
have been made of the role of the hedge-preachers in the months before the Iconoclast Fury of 1566. Other
relevant factors were also well known, including the trend towards the centralisation of government and
growing regional differences, but few focused on the Dutch traditions of tolerance, local administration and
the failure of the Habsburgs to respect the long-standing role of the Dutch grandees.
The following example was awarded a mark in mid Level 4.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the outbreak of the Dutch revolts against Spanish rule, and on the importance of
religious divisions in causing that revolt. Both Charles V and Philip II saw it as their duty to suppress heresy
in the Netherlands, a policy which brought them into conﬂict with local governing bodies, which promoted
toleration and coexistence. There was signiﬁcant opposition to Philip II’s reform of ecclesiastical organisation
in 1561, and to the establishment of the Inquisition to enforce anti-heresy laws in 1565. The rapid spread
of Calvinism in the early 1560s led to the Compromise of 1566, which threatened rebellion if religious
toleration was not granted. Margaret’s acceptance of the Compromise led to the Iconoclast Fury of 1566
in southern Flanders. Tournai and Valenciennes fell under Calvinist control, and both refused to recognise
the government of Margaret of Parma. The defeat of a Calvinist army in 1567 drove Calvinism underground
shortly before the arrival of Alba and his forces. A simple descriptive outline of some events will be assessed
within Levels 1 and 2, depending on the relevance and range of material offered. Answers which begin to
provide some analysis of the role of religion in the revolt will access Level 3, though there may be some
extended sections of narrative material. At Level 4 there will be an explicit attempt to assess the signiﬁcance
of religious disputes, especially the rapid growth of Calvinism, though the answer may lack balance
overall. At Level 5 there will be some attempt to evaluate the role of religion in the revolt, with perhaps
some consideration of other relevant factors. These include Habsburg centralisation, which went against
Dutch traditions, economic factors, regional differences, and the appointment of unpopular foreigners to
government positions.
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Examiner Comments
The introduction suggests that Philip II’s religious and foreign policies triggered the
Dutch revolts.

Examiner Comments
Notes Philip’s fanatical devotion to Catholicism, and his attitude towards heresy.
This is linked to the particular situation in the Netherlands.
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Examiner Comments
Notes the conﬂict between the traditional loyalty of the Dutch to their king and
the growing desire for religious freedom.

Examiner Comments
The answer moves to other relevant factors. Here the candidate considers the respective roles of
Margaret of Parma and Cardinal Granvelle and the opposition they encountered.
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Examiner Comments
The role of Alba is mentioned in some detail, but this point is not securely
linked to the outbreak of the revolts.

Examiner Comments
The relevance of William of Orange in the outbreak of revolts is not clear. This
paragraph is a free-standing clump of knowledge.
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Examiner Comments
The conclusion repeats earlier points and does not take the answer forward.

Examiner Comments
The answer is focused on the question. It considers the given factor by noting the growing tension between
Philip and the Dutch people which the religious dimension caused, especially how it increasingly called into
question the traditional loyalty displayed by the Netherlands towards their king. The answer then broadens out
to consider other relevant points. The candidate notes how Margaret of Parma and Granvelle were responsible
for the alienation of the grandees, and then includes free-standing knowledge on Alba’s activities and the role
of William of Orange.
This answer ﬁts the generic descriptor for Level 4. This is an analytical response which relates well to the
question. There is an understanding of the key issues of religion and government, and a range of relevant
factual material is offered, though this is not always made relevant to the question. Mid Level 4.
Mid Level 4: 21/30
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Question 6
How important was the leadership of William the Silent to the success of the Dutch revolt?
The career of William of Orange is clearly well known, with most answers providing a detailed chronology of
William’s career from his ﬂight in 1567 to his assassination in 1584. Those who offered a simple description
of some events, usually focused on William’s opposition to Alba and the role of the Sea Beggars in the north,
were limited to Level 3. More conﬁdent answers were aware of William’s transformation into a national
leader following the execution of Egmont and Hoorn, and the gradual establishment of his power base in the
northern provinces in the 1570s. Answers were less assured, however, in considering how William’s beliefs
and ambitions changed over time, and few understood the reasons for his conversion to Calvinism in 1573.
Many identiﬁed other reasons for the success of the Dutch revolt, and pointed out that William’s death did
not stop the revolt. These candidates also often assessed his ability to keep all the disparate factions more
or less together, especially at critical times.

Question 7
How far was the persecution of witches caused by the religious upheavals of the time?
This was a popular question but it was unfortunately often not done well. Many candidates moved from
the given factor of religious upheavals onto the other causal factors for the persecution of witches without
giving sufﬁcient consideration to this given factor. Consequently, no matter how detailed the answer, it
could not be rewarded beyond the top of Level 3. Centres need to be aware that with a topic such as the
European Witchcraze which does lend itself to a broad spatial focus, candidates should be encouraged
to read the question carefully and address the given factor at length before moving on. Where this was
the case, candidates could score highly, with the best of them being able to distinguish between religious
upheavals and religious conﬂicts (although this was rare). The impact of the Lutheran Reformation was
generally understood and on occasion, dealt with extremely well, especially Luther’s views on witches and
the Devil. Calvinism was less well addressed and understood with very few candidates being aware of its
geographical impact or signiﬁcance in relation to religious upheavals in the period. Social and economic
factors were included by most candidates, often at great length and with varying accuracy, which made
their answers unbalanced. There was also a tendency to give a great amount of detail on case histories,
often focused on Pendle and Navarre, which whilst being important and necessary to support an argument,
did tempt the weaker candidate into too much unnecessary narrative.
The following is an example of a mid Level 4 answer.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the signiﬁcance of the religious upheavals in the given period in intensifying the
persecution of witches. Examiners should note that a study of this nature, with a broad spatial as well as
temporal focus, relies on the study of particular cases in the context of wider trends. Lutherans followed
their founder’s belief that witches should be burnt as heretics for making a pact with the Devil. Calvin had
less room for witchcraft in his theology, but accepted its reality: persecutions in Calvinist territories were
comparable to other regions. Persecution increased as religious conﬂict erupted into wars, notably the Thirty
Years War of 1618-48, exacerbating the social tensions which produced witchcraft. Thus the witch craze was
at its most severe during the given period. It was especially harsh in France, where a tradition of heresy trials
had laid the basis for judicial repression of witchcraft. Equally, persecution increased in Catholic areas of
Europe as the Jesuits replaced the Dominicans as the chief hunters of witches. A range of general statements
with weak supporting evidence will be marked within Levels 1 and 2, depending on the relevance and range
of material offered. Answers which begin to provide some analysis of religious tensions and witch trials will
access Level 3, though there may be some extended sections of descriptive material. At Level 4 there will be
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an explicit attempt to assess the links between religious upheavals and the persecution of witches, though
the answer may lack balance overall. At Level 5 there will be some attempt to evaluate the nature and
extent of the witch craze, linking it to religious tensions and perhaps to other social and economic factors.
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Examiner Comments
The introduction refers to the given factor and to two other relevant points, the role
of individuals and the importance of various legal systems.

Examiner Comments
Aware of the growth of Protestantism within the Empire, and notes the special case
of Ban de la Roche, and the persecution of Protestants in Poland.
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Examiner Comments
Suggests that it was the impact of the Reformation that mattered, not the
Reformation itself.
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Examiner Comments
Begins to consider other relevant factors by addressing the role of prominent individuals,
such as James VI and Queen Christina, and important authors and witchﬁnders.

History 6HI01 Option B
39

Examiner Comments
Notes that individuals can slow down attacks on witches.
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Examiner Comments
Aware of the signiﬁcance of prevailing legal systems, such as the Carolina, which did not
operate throughout the Empire. Good understanding of the role of the parlements in
France, and of the use of torture in Russia.

Examiner Comments
The indicative content section of the mark scheme points out that ‘Examiners should note that a study of this
nature, with a broad spatial as well as temporal focus, relies on the study of particular cases in the context of
wider trends.’
The answer considers the given factor of religious change with relevant and developed, though not spatially
extensive, references. The role of individuals is explained well, with detailed consideration of prominent
individuals. Finally, some attention is given to different legal systems.
The answer operates within Level 4. It is an analytical response which explains the given factor and two other
points, and is supported by a secure range of information. Communication skills are high. However, the given
factor is ‘religious upheavals’, and the examples offered are more cases of religious conﬂict within two areas
rather than the turmoil of Reformation and Counter Reformation. Also, the candidate does not weigh the
relative importance of factors, but simply states them.
Mid Level 4: 22/30
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Question 8
How far did witch trials reﬂect different regional views of witches and witchcraft?
This was another popular question which suffered from many of the same problems as Question 7. The
focus of the question was on witch trials and the extent to which they reﬂected regional stereotypes
of witches and witchcraft, but too many candidates either ignored the given factor or moved swiftly
off it after the most cursory consideration. Although most candidates were aware of the Malleus
Maleﬁcarum not all of them were able to link it to an appropriate argument. Similarly, although almost
every candidate knew about King James and his interest in witchcraft they were not always able to link
his views to the question of regional differences. Better candidates were aware that countries with a
history of the Inquisition, like Spain, would have a very different experience of witch trials than other
parts of Europe. Support for arguments was often generalised and more often related to the other
socio-economic or legal factors which candidates were keen to include. There was some evidence of
very good study, with candidates able to offer a real range of regional differences in an assured and
competent manner. These stood in stark contrast though to those candidates who seemed to know
only about the Pendle witch trials and little else. Centres should remind candidates that they will never
be asked to write in a general fashion about witchtrials: there will always be a given factor which should
not be dismissed or ignored. There was much evidence of answers to Questions 7 and 8 which had the
appearance of a generic prepared response.
The following example was awarded a mark in the low Level 3 band.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the witch trials in the given period, and on the extent to which they reﬂected
regional stereotypes of witches and witchcraft. Examiners should note that a study of this nature, with
a broad spatial as well as temporal focus, relies on the study of particular cases in the context of wider
trends. Answers do not have to refer to many different regions: sufﬁcient range and depth may be achieved
with reference to a few regions, such as Scotland, England and Germany. Popular ideas on witchcraft
were developed by the Malleus Maleﬁcarum of 1486. This claimed that witches renounced their faith,
were devoted to evil, had intercourse with the Devil, and could ﬂy and change their shape. However, the
stereotype varied in different regions. For example, the Essex witches did not ﬂy or worship the Devil, but
were charged with causing disease and ﬁts, and with harming livestock and children. King James developed
his own ideas on witchcraft in Scotland, and the law of 1604 introduced more continental ideas into
England, which helped produce the Lancashire witch trials of 1612. In some parts of Europe, especially those
affected by religious change, the renunciation of the Catholic faith was paramount in the standardisation of
accusations of witchcraft. In many regions standard lists of questions were used, which assumed that most
witches ﬁtted the existing regional stereotype. In Spain, however, the Inquisition was less inclined to view
apostasy as indicating witchcraft. A simple descriptive answer, possibly outlining some aspects of a general
stereotype of witches, will be assessed within Levels 1 and 2, depending on the relevance and range of
material offered. Answers which begin to provide some analysis of the nature of witch trials will access Level
3, though there may be some extended sections of narrative material. At Level 4 there will be an explicit
attempt to assess the witch trials through regional variations, though the answer may lack balance overall.
At Level 5 there will be some attempt to evaluate the connection between popular and regional views of
witchcraft and the trials, torture and execution of those charged with witchcraft.
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Examiner Comments
The opening paragraph is out of focus. The question asks for an assessment of the
variety of witch trials throughout Europe; this paragraph simply suggests that people
were terriﬁed of witches.

Examiner Comments
Some aspects of the Pendle witch trials are described only.
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Examiner Comments
The point being made here is not clear, but there is an attempt to suggest that
torture was an important feature of the process used against witches in parts of
Europe. Since it was not used in England, the Pendle case is not relevant.
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Examiner Comments
Changes to some European law codes is relevant, but the point is not explained well.

Examiner Comments
The role of James VI in the persecution of witches is not linked to the nature of trials
in both Scotland and England.
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Examiner Comments
A link is not established here to the question on witch trials.

Examiner Comments
The torture of the accused is relevant to regional views of witches and witch trials,
but is not securely developed.

Examiner Comments
The candidate does not establish a clear line of thinking in the answer. No differentiation is made between
different views of witchcraft in different parts of Europe, and there is only a limited number of references to
different law codes and the use of torture.
In evaluating this answer, examiners need to refer to both the generic and indicative content parts of the mark
scheme. The latter states that ‘answers which begin to provide some analysis of the nature of witch trials and of
legal procedures against witches, will access Level 3’, and thus that level is suitable for this answer. However, the
limited range and depth of relevant material suggests a mark within low Level 3.
Low Level 3: 14/30.
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Question 9
How far did the outcome of Tyrone’s rebellion affect England’s control over Ireland in the years
to 1641?
Almost all of the small candidature for Option B5 answered Question 9. Most described the reasons
for the rebellion, and there was a strong focus on military campaigns, notably Yellow Ford in 1598 and
Kinsale in 1601. The aftermath of the rebellion was less well known, though many were aware of the
generous terms which James I offered to the rebels, and that the ﬂight of the earls only strengthened
Stuart control in Ireland. The plantation policy pursued by James I and Charles I was usually covered in a
descriptive way, with only cursory references to how plantation increased English control over Ireland. A
few concluded by pointing out that, while plantation had worked effectively until 1641, Irish grievances
had become so strong that a further rebellion in the form of the Confederate Wars was about to break
out.

Question 10
How successful were English governments in tackling the Irish land question in the years
1603-60?
There were too few answers to this question to allow a meaningful report.

Question 11
How signiﬁcant was the intervention of Sweden in the Thirty Years War?
For most candidates the signiﬁcance of Swedish intervention was often implicit. Many knew the course
of events from the Treaty of Barwälde to the Peace of Prague, and noted the role of France in supporting
the Swedish armies. It was surprising to see so many answers which failed to focus strongly on the
role of Gustavus Adolphus. While answers usually mentioned the victory at Breitenfeld, its signiﬁcance
in explaining the subsequent Swedish domination of northern Germany was often not considered.
Most noted that Sweden’s role in the war declined after the death of Gustavus in 1632, despite the
best efforts of Oxenstierna. The main feature of several answers was the deployment of essentially
descriptive material with only limited attempts to consider the importance of Swedish intervention in
the early1630s. Such answers thus scored within Level 3 or Low Level 4.
The following example was awarded a mark in the mid Level 3 band.

Indicative content
The question is focused on the years 1630-35 and the extent to which Swedish intervention changed the
dynamics and course of the Thirty Years War. Answers may refer to the reasons for Swedish intervention,
including the fear of Habsburg control of the southern shores of the Baltic, and Gustavus Adolphus’ concern
for German Protestants. The Treaty of Barwalde moved France closer to intervention in the war and made a
long period of Swedish intervention possible. Victory at Breitenfeld transformed the war, allowing Gustavus
to occupy Pomerania and Mecklenburg and, in effect, to dominate the whole of Germany. The king’s death at
Lützen in 1632 did not end Swedish intervention, which was maintained by Oxenstierna’s quest for Swedish
security. Sweden’s defeat at Lützen in 1634 ended Protestant resistance, re-established Ferdinand’s position,
and led to the Peace of Prague in 1635 which appeared to restore stability to central Europe. A simple
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outline of events, possibly focused on Gustavus Adolphus, will be marked in Level 1 or 2, depending on the
relevance and range of material offered. Answers which begin to provide an analysis of the importance of
Swedish intervention will access Level 3, though there may be some sections of narrative material. At Level
4 there will be an explicit attempt to assess the impact of Sweden’s involvement, including the importance
of the alliances made with the Protestant princes and with France. At Level 5 will be answers which attempt
to evaluate Sweden’s role, and the extent to which it changed the nature and progress of the war.
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Examiner Comments
Descriptive opening paragraph on Gustavus Adolphus, but with some reference to his
motivation in 1630.

Examiner Comments
Notes the importance of Sweden’s intervention for the Protestant cause, but the
point made is not well developed.

Examiner Comments
Describes some features of the Swedish campaigns, but with little supporting evidence.
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Examiner Comments
This paragraph does not link effectively to the demands of the question, and is of
unclear relevance.

Examiner Comments
Links Swedish intervention to its gains at Westphalia. Some relevance, but not
developed.
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Examiner Comments
Appears to suggest that Swedish intervention was responsible for the exhaustion of both
sides by 1635, but this point is not well supported.

Examiner Comments
The answer displays an understanding of the demands of the question, and the candidate attempts an
analytical response. Although some factual material is included, it is not securely developed, and is only
marginally relevant in places.
Thus the answer is operating at Level 3, displays the qualities listed in the level descriptor, and thus is placed in
mid Level 3.
Mid Level 3: 15/30
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Question 12
How accurate is it to say that the Thirty Years War had a devastating effect on the German states and
their people?
Some candidates assumed that the question was focused on the period after 1648. They thus started their
answer with the Treaty of Westphalia, assessed the importance of the Peace of Augsburg of 1555, and were
then reduced to making general statements on the devastation inﬂicted on Germany since 1618. Few of
these answers went beyond Level 3 attainment. Better answers dealt with the decline in population and the
impact of the war on the economy. Some strong responses noted the uneven impact of the war, with some
areas, such as Augsburg, hit very badly while others, especially in the north of Germany, emerged relatively
unscathed. A few candidates included material on the outbreak of witchhunts, with varying degrees of
effectiveness.
The following example was awarded a mark in the high Level 2 band.
Indicative content
The question is focused on the impact of the campaigns of the Thirty Years War and the extent to which
the German states and people were affected by the conﬂict. The war was noted for its savagery. All sides
used mercenary armies accustomed to pillage and violence against non-combatants, and commanders
were unable to impose strong military discipline. There was some economic dislocation, though economic
decline predated the war with the rise of Sweden in the Baltic, and of England, the Netherlands and France
in the west. This process was accelerated by the war, as normal trade routes were broken. In rural areas the
decline of feudalism was hastened in the south and west, though the reverse happened in the north and
east. There is evidence of a decline in population of around 15-20%, though there were regional variations,
especially for areas on the route of invading armies. Some cities, notably Augsburg and Magdeburg, were
hit badly, though Hamburg and Leipzig even proﬁted from the war. The Treaty of Westphalia gave even
greater independence to the princes, conﬁrmed the terms of the Peace of Augsburg in 1555, and ended
the idea of the Empire as a single political unit. Candidates are not required to consider all the above, but
should consider a number of points in framing their answer. A simple descriptive outline, perhaps focused on
population and the mercenary armies, will be marked in Level 1 or 2, depending on the relevance and range
of material offered. Those who address some consequences of the war will access Level 3, though there may
be passages of narrative. At Level 4 there will be an explicit attempt to assess some of the social, economic,
religious and political effects of the war, though the answer may lack balance. Level 5 answers will make
some attempt to evaluate the effects of the war, perhaps challenging the question with a balanced
assessment of its impact on the German states and people.

History 6HI01 Option B
52

Examiner Comments
A number of disconnected statements related to the question but without
development.
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Examiner Comments
Attempts to focus on the question, but the statements made are undeveloped.
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Examiner Comments
Some understanding of the role of the Habsburgs during the war, but not linked to
the question set.
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Examiner Comments
Some references to the loss of lives and livelihoods. Relevant, but not at all secure.
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Examiner Comments
The answer operates at Level 2. There is a series of simple statements offered, some of which are relevant to
the question. There is no real analytical focus here, and each statement is made in a disconnected fashion.
There is some coherence to the answer, and some of the skills required to produce effective writing are
displayed, but paragraphs lack clarity and organisation.
Since the qualities of a Level 2 answer are securely displayed, the answer is awarded a high Level 2 mark of
11.
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Question 13
How far did the Anglo-Dutch wars of 1664-67 and 1672-74 worsen the relationship between
Charles II and Parliament?
Examiners reported that most candidates found the given factor very challenging and sidelined it in favour
of other factors which inﬂuenced relations between king and parliament. Centres are warned that an answer
which fails to make at least some reference to the factor raised in the question cannot access more than
high Level 3. Those who did tackle the Dutch wars showed reasonable security in dealing with the second
war, noting that initial enthusiasm for the war turned to outright hostility after a number of spectacular
defeats such as de Ruyter’s action in the Medway in 1667. The third Dutch war was less well known, though
many linked it to the secret Treaty of Dover in 1670. Only a few were aware that by 1673 relations between
king and parliament had reached a dangerously low point.

Question 14
How far was James II responsible for his own downfall?
Candidates for Option B7 tackled Question 14 with much more conﬁdence than Question 13. They noted
that, although the Exclusion crisis threatened the Stuart succession, the accession of the Duke of York
was broadly welcomed in 1685. Most went on to explain the importance of religious divisions in bringing
about the revolution of 1688, though knowledge of matters such as Godden v Hales, the Declarations of
Indulgence and the trial of the seven bishops was often sketchy and incomplete. Stronger answers placed
religious disputes into a broader context, with good references to the birth of a male heir, the drift towards
Stuart absolutism and links with Louis XIV; and the role of William of Orange was well known. The best
answers weighed up the relative signiﬁcance of a number of factors and concluded that James’ refusal to
modify his religious policies was the main reason for his ﬂight.
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